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However, if it were to fail for an ex-

tended period, it would create a cas-
cading problem for the economy and 
national security, because iron ore 
that goes through the locks would have 
no way to get from Lake Superior to 
factories across the country. 

Also, this is an issue that Democrats, 
Republicans, and President Trump all 
agree on. 

When President Trump came to 
Michigan last year, I was joined by 
Congressman BERGMAN and Congress-
man MITCHELL. We told the President 
about the Soo Locks, and he pledged 
his support. That was backed up in 
March when the Army Corps of Engi-
neers requested $75.3 million in its 
budget for next year. 

I appreciate and want to thank Presi-
dent Trump for his leadership on this. 
That request is funded in legislation 
now, and I look forward to working 
with my colleagues to keep this con-
struction moving forward in the years 
to come. 
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CELEBRATING ANNIVERSARY OF 
19TH AMENDMENT 

(Mrs. TRAHAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. TRAHAN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to commemorate the pas-
sage of the 19th Amendment 100 years 
ago today. 

It is remarkable to imagine that the 
fundamental right to vote was only 
granted to women this recently. If only 
the suffragettes who sacrificed so much 
for so long could see the results of 
their movement, that I would be serv-
ing in Congress shoulder to shoulder 
with 131 women, the most in our Na-
tion’s history. 

We know that better decisions are 
made when more women are at the 
table, from the boardroom to the floor 
of this historic Chamber. 

Women have been blazing the path of 
social progress in the United States for 
centuries, marching for civil rights, 
striking for workers’ rights, organizing 
against gun violence, and speaking out 
on sexual harassment. Today, we con-
tinue to reshape our country, writing 
new history in the Halls of Congress. 

We stand on the shoulders of those 
who came before us, women like Susan 
B. Anthony, Shirley Chisholm, Edith 
Nourse Rogers, and many more, and 
make sure we do our part to pave the 
new path for women to follow after us. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud and hon-
ored to take part in celebrating the an-
niversary of the 19th Amendment. 
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CELEBRATING PATRIOTISM OF 
AMERICAN WOMEN EARNING 
RIGHT TO VOTE 

(Mr. PALMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PALMER. Madam Speaker, al-
most from the day that I have been 
elected to Congress, I have looked for-
ward to the opportunity to honor my 
wife’s great-grandmother. 

She was able to vote in the 1920 elec-
tion. Prior to that election, in Boston, 
they distributed sample ballots. This 
document that I have with me today 
has been in my wife’s family for almost 
100 years. On the back of the document, 
Miss Abby Mayhew Cushing wrote this 
note: ‘‘November 2, 1920. Cast my first 
vote for President of these United 
States.’’ 

You can feel the pride and the patri-
otism in those words that she experi-
enced for the first time. Abby Mayhew 
Cushing was 67 years old. 

With all due respect to my Democrat 
colleagues, she wrote: ‘‘Voted straight 
Republican ticket. Smashing victory 
for Harding and Coolidge.’’ Then she 
added this: ‘‘President Harding died 
very suddenly August 2, 1923, in Cali-
fornia. Burial in Marion, Ohio, Friday, 
August 10.’’ 

This is, for the Cushing family, a his-
toric document that celebrates the pa-
triotism of American women earning 
the right to vote. 
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NO ONE IS ABOVE THE LAW 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GREEN) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, and still I rise, and I do so with the 
love of my country within my heart, 
and I do so this evening because I be-
lieve that no one is above the law. No 
one. 

We find this to be the case in our 
great country: If you are a person who 
exceeds the speed limit, you are break-
ing the law. If you are caught exceed-
ing the speed limit, there is a price to 
pay. No one is above the law. 

If you are a person who happens to, 
in the State of Texas, decide that you 
are going to go through the super-
market and pick and choose certain 
things that you would like to sample, 
at some point, if you partake of more 
than is reasonable, you will be charged 
with grazing. It is a crime in the State 
of Texas to graze, to take more than 
what is reasonable in having a sample 
of a grape. No one is above the law. 
People are prosecuted in the State of 
Texas for grazing. 

In the State of Texas, a good many 
persons have been prosecuted for not 
causing their children to go to school. 
Thwarting public attendance in school 
was a law in the State of Texas. People 
paid fines for not having their children 
in school. 

The list of laws is too long to ever 
mention in a statement such as this, 
but the point is, no one is above the 
law. There are laws that deal with per-
sons who commit felonies and persons 
who commit misdemeanors. When you 
break these laws, you are prosecuted. 

You are not allowed to break the law 
with impunity, and you are not allowed 
to do it with immunity. No one is 
above the law. 

I believe that this is a part of the 
very hallmark of our criminal justice 
system in this great country. We be-
lieve that no one is above the law and 
that no one is beneath the law, mean-
ing that the law should apply equally 
to all. Every person ought to be treated 
the same when it comes to the very 
bedrock principle of whether or not 
someone is above the law. No one is in 
this country. 

However, we find ourselves with a 
unique circumstance now. We have the 
highest office holder in the executive 
branch, the chief executive officer, if 
you will, who has refused to cooperate 
with lawful investigations of the Con-
gress. 

He refused to cooperate in this sense. 
He has said to witnesses they should 
not appear and give testimony in a 
lawful investigation. He indicated that 
subpoenas will not be answered. They 
were issued pursuant to lawful inves-
tigations. 

No one is above the law. If you are 
not above the law, then if you are 
called upon to testify, you must tes-
tify. If you have some document within 
your possession and there has been a 
request for it by way of a subpoena, 
then you have to produce it. No one is 
above the law. 

Well, we currently have a cir-
cumstance where the chief executive 
officer is at odds with the legislative 
branch. This places the legislative and 
the executive at odds with each other. 
They are in a stalemate, if you will. 

When this occurs, you have one 
branch of government refusing to co-
operate with lawful requests of another 
branch, the executive refusing the re-
quest of the legislative, then you have 
a standoff, as I indicated. No one is 
above the law. 

This, in my opinion, creates a con-
stitutional crisis. Now, there are peo-
ple who would differ with me. But re-
member this: What they are expressing 
is what I am expressing, an opinion. 
This is my opinion. They have their 
opinion. There is no hard and fast defi-
nition for a constitutional crisis. 

There are some who would contend 
that to have a constitutional crisis in 
this area, the subpoenas that have been 
issued would have to go to court. They 
would have to be litigated. At some 
point, a court might say to the execu-
tive branch of the government that it 
must obey the subpoena issued by Con-
gress, the lawful subpoena. 

If the executive officer declines to 
obey the subpoena, it would be con-
cluded that you have a constitutional 
crisis because the chief executive offi-
cer is not only disobeying Congress, he 
is disobeying a third branch of the gov-
ernment, the judicial branch, the judi-
ciary. So you would then have a con-
stitutional crisis. 

I differ. It is my opinion that you 
have a constitutional crisis when the 
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